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REMARKS 

Applicants respectfully request reconsideration. 

Claims 1-10 and 12-27 are rejected imder 35 U.S.C. Section 102(e) as being anticipated 
by U.S. Patent No. 6,963,659 to Tumey et al. ("Tumey"). 

Claims 1 1 and 28-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. Section 103(a) as being impatentable 
over Tumey in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,1 1 1,506 issued to Yap et al. ("Yap"). 

Claim 1 

Tumey discloses a system that captures facial images and uses these facial images to 
order a database 131 from best to worst facial image match. Col. 6, lines 49-54. Tumey then 
captures a fingerprint and performs a one to one matching of fingerprints in the database in the 
order determined by facial image ordering step 206. Col. 7, lines 16 to 21. 

Tumey does not teach: "the first set of results includes at least one new template that is 
used as a new probe to direct the search of the second biometric search engine" in combination 
with the other elements of claim 1. For example, none of the facial images ordered in the 
ordering step, nor their corresponding fingerprints, are used as a new probe set to direct the 
search of fingerprints. 

Claim 14 

Tumey does not teach: "selecting a first portion of the first results set that satisfy a 
predetermined match criteria;" and "searching the first portion of the first results set using the 
second biometric template to retrieve a second results set" in combination with the other 
elements of claim 14. Tumey orders the local database fiiom best to worst using a facial image or 
images, but does not select a first portion of facial images in the database. Tumey performs a 
one to one fingerprint match on each of the fingerprints in the database in the order determined 
in the previous ordering step. 

Claim 17 

Tumey does not teach "(c) selecting a first portion of the results set to be a refined probe 
data set; 
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(d) searching the database of biometric templates using the refined probe data set to 
return a results set, the results set comprising biometric templates that satisfy the predetermined 
first criteria;" in combination with the other elements of claim 17. 

For example, none of the facial images ordered in the ordering step 206, nor the 
corresponding fingerprints, are used as a refined probe set to search the database to return a 
results set comprising biometric templates that satisfy predetermined criteria. Rather, Tumey 
first uses a facial image captured of the user to order the database, and then uses the fingerprint 
captured of the user as a probe for a one to one match against each of the fingerprints in the 
database in the order determined in the ordering step 206. None of the results of the facial image 
search are used as probes for the subsequent one to one fingerprint matching. 

Claim 24 

Tumey does not teach: "(e) selecting a first portion of the results set to be a refined 
probe data set; 

(f) searching the database of biometric templates using the refined probe data set to 
return a results set, the results set comprising biometric templates that satisfy a predetermined 
third criteria;" in combination with the other elements of claim 24. Similar reasoning as 
provided for claim 17 applies to claim 24. 

Claim 26 

Tumey does not teach: "(c) selecting a first portion of the results set to be a refined 
probe data set; 

(d) searching the database of biometric templates using the refined probe data set to 
return a results set, the results set comprising biometric templates that satisfy the predetermined 
first criteria;" in combination with the other elements of claim 26. Similar reasoning as provided 
for claim 17 applies to claim 26. 

Claim 27 

Tumey does not teach: "selecting at least one results set data record to use as a second 
probe set; and 
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searching the database of data records for data records having biometric templates that 
substantially match fhe biometric record associated with the results set data record" in 
combination with the other elements of claim 27. 



As acknowledged, Tumey does not teach all of the elements of claim 28. Yap does not 
teach the elonoits of claim 28 missing from Tumey. at col. 6, lines 45-50, refers to an ID 
card with an integrated circuit that can be used to store biometric information. In contrast, 
claims 28 recites a method for detecting fraudulent attempts to obtain an ID document. 

The dependent claims are patentable over the cited art for the same reasons as the 
independent claims. The claims, therefore, are in condition for allowance over the applied art. 



Claim 28 
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